There will be times when society acts on the Precautionary Principle that it will not be possible to rapidly ascertaini whether the action has been warranted or effective, for example, becaLuse of inadequate power for any feasible epidemiology study. However, the potential for concurrent study of the efficacy of a proposed precautionary action should be automatically explored rather than, as now, left to chance. When shorter term evaluation is not feasible, longer term approaches to understand the underlying isstIes shotild be unldertakeni.
Research should also accompaniy precautionary actionis to pr-o vide assurance that the real cause is being addressed. The uncertainty inherent in a precautionary action meanis that we could be overlooking the appropriate preventive action in favor of an erroneous approach. The sooner we know that we are making a mistake, the quicker we can devote resources to address the real cause of the unwanted effects.
Even the simple confirmation of a causal relationship between the removal of an environmental threat and the amelioration of adverse effects could be of great value. It would provide a firm foundation to more effectively intervene in the future or on which to base mechanistic understanding that would prevent recurrence of similar threats. In contrast, if after the precautionary action is taken, substantial uncertainty remains as to whether it was justified, it will be more difficult to build upon the decision.
Our society should be very willing to invoke the Precautionary Principle to protect public health and the environment, particularly when the scientific uncertainty includes a potentially disastrous worst-case scenario. However, simply stated, the more precautionary we are, the more often we will have acted unnecessarily. 
